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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 
U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly - 
pointing out and distinctly claiming the subject matter which the applicant 
regards as his invention. 

Claims 1-5,8, 12,13 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, 
second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing to 
particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

Claims 1,2,8 recite the limitation ''the first user". There 
is insufficient antecedent basis for this limitation' in the 
claims . 

Claims 4 and 13 recite the limitation "the investor level" 
in lines 2. There is insufficient antecedent basis for this 
limitation in the claim. 

Claims 5 and 12 recite the limitation "the at least one 
investor level" in lines 2. There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claim. 

Claims 3 and 4 are rejected because of their dependency to 
the rejected claims. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

' The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs 
of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the basis for the rejections under' 
this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published 
under section 122(b), by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the 
invention by the applicant for patent, except that an international 
application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the 
effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the 
United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English 
language . 

Claims 1-4, 6,8, 9-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) 
as being anticipated by Bettis et al . (U.S. Patent No. 
7,016,872) 

Regarding claims 1, 2 and 8/ for examination purposes, the 
Examiner is interpreting "the first user''' to mean "the first 
user computer. " 

Re claim 1: Bettis disclose: 

(a) receiving data regarding a particular investment over a 
computer network from a first user computer 

(^^individual/entities may provide all confidential data to the 
administrator of the scoring/ranking system of the present 
invention../') -see col. 4 (24-28), col. 12, col. 16 (14-28) Figure 
20; 
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(b) storing the data from the first user in a relational 
database-see Fig. 20 (294) and identifying the data as coming 
from the first user, wherein the first user is identified as a 
member of a hierarchy of sources organized by level of 
trustworthiness ('"In addition to listing the highest performing 
investors, interface 500 may also be linked to or used to 
display information concerning each investor and /or the 
corresponding security../') -see col. 16 (14-28) and Figs. 7 (710), 
(''The Insider Scoring is an insider performance measurement. In 
this example, all of the insiders listed in, for example, a . 
database, in this case, the Insider Universe, are evaluated.'') - . 
see col . 4 (32-35) ; 

(c) receiving a request over the computer network from a 
second user for data from the relational database regarding 
the particular investment (''In use, a user may advantageously 
view the information.. .the highest performing investors with 
respect to either buy and/or sell transactions...") -see col. 16 
(52-60), and figs.5&6; and 

(d) in response to the request from the second user, 
transmitting the data from the relational database to a second 
user computer-see Figs. 5-6B, and 20, wherein, absent a request 
from the second user for data from a specific source or level 
of trustworthiness, the 'data transmitted comprise 
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data from users of the highest level of trustworthiness 
available-see Fig. 5 (''Insider Scoreboard"), col. 15 (30-40). 

Re claim 2: Bettis disclose wherein the data received from 
the first user comprises alternative investment data . -see col. 
16 (14-60) . 

Re claim 3: Bettis disclose wherein sources of at least one 
level of trustworthiness comprise investment managers, fund 
administrators, or fund sponsors. (''In addition, it should be 
noted that although in this particular embodiment corporate 
securities are mentioned as being one example of the investor's 
trading decision or investment, the instant invention is also 
applicable to and should be construed as encompassing any other 
form of similar investment. Some examples include bonds, 
currencies, commodities, paper, precious metals, 
minerals, natural resources, mutual funds, and the like or any 
other analogous investments and/or investment entities.") -see 
col. 15 (58-67) . ("Furthermore, the concepts of the present 
invention are applicable to entities investing in investments 
other than securities, such as bonds, mutual funds, or any other 
similar investments .") -see col. 17 (26-30) also, see col. 12 (6- 
12) , and fig. 1. 

Re claim 4: Bettis disclose: 
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wherein sources of at least one level of trustworthiness 
comprise investors, and wherein the investor level is subdivided 
into two or more sublevels that are determined at least partly 
by reliability of previously submitted information . -see col. 15 
-col. 16. 

Re claim 6: Bettis disclose: 

wherein the alternative investment data from the first 
user comprises fund data. -see col. 15 (58-67). 

Re claims 8, 10-13: Further a system would have been 
necessary to perform the method of previously rejected claims 1, 
2-5 and are therefore rejected using the same art and rationale. 

Re claim 9: Bettis disclose: 

(a) a central database; 

(b) a central server linked to the central database and 
linked to a computer network; wherein the central database is a 
relational database configured to identify at least some data 
with the source of the data; and wherein each data source is 
designated as a member of a hierarchy of sources organized 
by level of trustworthiness . -see Figs. 7-15, Fig. 20, cols. 23- 
26. 

Re claim 14: Bettis disclose: 
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(a) providing over a computer network in a secure manner 
to a central server data regarding one or more alternative 
investments, wherein the alternative investment data 
comprises financial data and information indicating at least one 
source of the financial data; 

(b) requesting information regarding one or more 
alternative investments; and 

(c) receiving information comprising the requested 
information; 

wherein the central server is in communication with a 
central database that is a relational database configured to 
identify at least some data with the source of the data; and 

wherein each data source is designated as a member of a 
hierarchy of sources organized by level of trustworthiness, 
-see cols. 4 (24-25), col. 12, col. 16 (14-28), figs. 7, 20. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S. C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bettis in view of Gatto (US Patent No. 
6, 681,211) . 

Re claim 5: Bettis disclose: 

wherein sources of at least one level of 
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trustworthiness comprise investors, and wherein the at least one 

investor level is subdivided into two or more sublevels-see col. 

15 (30-40), col, 16 (15-60), col. 17; 

Bettis does not specifically disclose wherein an investor's 
sublevel is determined at least partly by the amount of demand 
for the investor's information by other investors. Gatto 
however, teaches (''A user may divide broker lists by size, 
reputation, historical accuracy, affiliation with a stock (e.g., 
market maker, etc.), or other criteria...For example, larger 
brokerage firms or firms with better reputations may be 
classified in Group #3 and given a higher N-score . " ) -see col. 21 

(50) -col. 22 line 1. It would have been obvious to one having 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify Bettis to include grouping brokers according to user 
specified criteria such as reputation as taught by Gatto in 
order to classify brokers into groups according to attributes 
that are important to the user to aid the user in investment 
decisions. 

Claim 7 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Bettis in view of Harris (US Patent No. 
5,517,406) in further view of Gatto (US Patent No. 6,681,211). 
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Re claim 7: Bettis does not specifically disclose 
(a) attempting to match an unrecognized fund with existing fund 
records; (b)if no match is found, searching existing fund 
records using a sounds-like function; (c)if no match is found by 
step (b) , identifying the unrecognized fund as a new fund.. 
Harris however, teaches (''if the company is new for the account, 
then in step 1608, the fund table for the new management company 
is loaded. ") -see col. 14 lines 10-16, col. 14 line 65-col. 15 
line 3. 

Bettis and Harris do not teach (d) if multiple matches are 
found by step (b) , transmitting a list of the matches to the 
first user, with a request to identify the correct fund. Gatto 
however, teaches matching strings (data elements in programming 
languages) -see col. 9, lines 10--22, and the user selecting the 
desired string from a list of matches. It would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify Bettis to include matching 
unidentified data with existing records to determine if data is 
new to the system as taught by Harris and providing a list of 
matches to the user in order to select the desired string as 
taught by Gatto in order to detect possible errors and maintain 
data integrity . 
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Conclusion 

The prior art made of record and not relied upon is 
considered pertinent to applicant's disclosure. 

U.S. Patent No. 6,041,313 ( Gilbert et al .) -Computer based 
401 K software, indication of new account. 

U.S. Patent No. 5,132,899 (Fox)-cited for its reference to 
a stock and cash portfolio development system including ranking 
fund managers. 

PG. Pub. No. US 2002/0022988 (Columbus et al.) -cited for 
its reference to the evaluation of analyst's performance based 
on average historical performance of the investment, consistency 
of the analyst's performances. 

'MOlKexchange Reports Satisfaction Leaps, But Those 
Dissatisfied Seek New Providers", lOMA's Report on Managing 
401 (k) Plans; Nov. 2000;. 00,11; Banking Information. Source. - 
Cited for its reference to ranking fund managers, and plan 
administrators. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier 
communications from the examiner should be directed to Elda 
Milef whose telephone number is (571)272-8124. The examiner can 
normally be reached on Monday -Thursday 8:30 am to 4:30pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are 
unsuccessful, the examiner's supervisor , Richard Chilcot can be 
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reached on (571)272-6777. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 
571-273-8300. . 

Information regarding the status of an application may be 
obtained from the Patent Application Information Retrieval 
(PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, 
see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on 
access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free) . If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or 
access to the automated information system, call 800-786-9199 
(IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 



